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1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, 'The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," 'The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure Is objected to because it contains legal 
phraseology in line 3, "means". Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01 (b). 



3. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the claimed frog of 
claim 3 must be shown or the feature canceled from the claims. No new matter should 
be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
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changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121 (d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The following Is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1 -9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one 
skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had 
possession of the claimed invention. It Is unclear from the specification or the claims 
what constitutes plural "sides" of a frustoconical surface as disclosed. 

6. The following Is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale In this country, nnore than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1 and 4-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ho 
(5,947,322). Claims 1 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Maher (3,973,316). Claims 1, 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Borah (2,963,256). Each discloses a container comprising a receptacle 
(1 ; 10; 54; respectively) adapted to be received in a motor vehicle drink holder (see 
column 1, lines 19-32; as a cup, inherently; see column 1, lines 14-22), the receptacle 
comprising a closed bottom, a top with an opening and a frustoconical side, and means 
(inside of the receptacle) for supporting a plant stem. 

As to claim 4, Ho and Borah each discloses a ring (2; 50). 

As to claims 5 and 6, Ho discloses the ring (2) as detachable and grooved to 
secure to the receptacle. 

As to claim 7, each discloses the container configured to stand on its own when 
removed from a drink holder. 

8. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by either one of 
Ho and Borah. Each discloses inserting a plant part into a container (1 or 2; 54) and 
placing the container in a motor vehicle drink holder (3 or 1; 12). 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over any one 
of Ho, Maher and Borah in view of Sakamoto (3,477,175). Sakamoto discloses a plant 
stem supporting means comprising a set of prongs (24) disposed in a plant stem 
receptacle. To modify any of the plant containers of Ho, Maher and Borah employing 
the prongs of Sakamoto would have been obvious in order to support the plant stems, 
as suggested by Sakamoto. 

1 1 . Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over any one 
of Ho, Maher and Borah in view of Luiperseek (1,633,184). Luiperseek discloses a plant 
stem supporting means comprising a set of prongs (18, 23) disposed in a plant stem 
receptacle. To modify any of the plant containers of Ho, Maher and Borah employing 
the prongs of Luiperseek would have been obvious in order to support the plant stems, 
as suggested by Luiperseek. 

12. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over any one 
of Ho, Maher and Borah in view of Stone (2,057,856). Stone discloses a plant stem 
supporting means comprising a frog (10). To modify any of the plant containers of Ho, 
Maher and Borah employing the frog of Stone would have been obvious in order to 
support the plant stems, as suggested by Stone. 
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13. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ho in view of Sakamoto. Ho has been explained above. Sakamoto discloses a plant 
stem supporting means comprising a set of prongs (24) disposed in a plant stem 
receptacle. To modify the plant container of Ho employing the prongs of Sakamoto 
would have been obvious in order to support the plant stems, as suggested by 
Sakamoto. 

14. Claims 8 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
any one of Ho in view of Luiperseek. Ho has been explained above. Luiperseek 
discloses a plant stem supporting means comprising a set of prongs (18, 23) disposed 
in a plant stem receptacle. To modify the plant container of Ho employing the prongs of 
Luiperseek would have been obvious in order to support the plant stems, as suggested 
by Luiperseek. 

15. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over either 
one of Ho and Borah. Ho and Borah each disclose locating the plant container in a 
motor vehicle drink holder. To subsequently remove the plant container from the drink 
holder to display the plant container externally of the motor vehicle would have been an 
obvious manipulation to one of ordinary skill in the field of using plant containers. 
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16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Reynolds et al. also disclose a frog. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bryon P. Gehman whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-4555. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Wednesday 
from 5:30am to 6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mickey Yu, can be reached on (571) 272-4662. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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